Introduction
1. The review is a little verbose. I recommend an edit to make it more succinct. 2. Pg 6 line 17. This paragraph diverts the readers attention from SSBs to broader nutrition issues. I would reword it to say that interventions to reduce SSB consumption in Aboriginal will contribute broader NCD prevention strategies identified by Aboriginal Communities, both in SA and nationally. 3. Try and structure the introduction a bit more clearly around your rationale for why you are focusing on Aboriginal Communities a. They drink more SSBs and suffer more from the consequences than the general Australian Community b. Aboriginal communities and leaders have called for Indigenous Specific strategies. c. SSB interventions for the general community may not be as effective for Aboriginal Communities d. I would suggest another which is, we don't know whether or not interventions specifically targeting Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander populations are successful. In relation to this it would be good to include an a priori hypothesis on what you expect the review may reveal 4. The aim needs to be SMARTER and made consistent with the Abstract which also refers to international Indigenous populations
Methods

5
. Details of what a scoping review is are not needed in the first para on the methods beyond saying that you conducted one and that there are no previous reviews that you are aware of 6. Why did you chose the adapted Arksey framework? Also you need to state more explicitly that the 6 stage methodological process is this framework 7. Stage 1. These paragraphs need rearranging and rewording. I would start by saying you used PICO to define your target pop., phenom of interest etc. Then say what the specific research question is and who developed it. 8. Are there specific age groups you are interested in in the target population? 9. The phenomenon of interest is too vague. 10. Give an explanation for why SSB inteventions in other Indigenous populations are relevant. 11. Stage 2. Why 25 years? Were SSBs a problem in Aboriginal Communities 25 years ago 12. Are there sugar sweetened beverages unique to Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander communities that you might not pick up with these search terms? 13. Are you just looking at interventions that exclusively target SSBs or will you include interventions that target other dietary and/or physical activity behaviours? 14. The authors need to describe how they will manage and analyse the grey literature. 15. Rather than restating the published principles of consultation I would remove them and provide more detail on the specifics of how you will consult. Will elders be involved? At what stages during the process? Will they be giving their approval? How will they guide the dissemination? 16. I would remove references earlier in the manuscript to ethics not being required and just mention this in the ethics and dissemination section Conclusion 17. If effectiveness of the interventions are a key outcome, more information is needed in the protocol on how this will be defined. 18. How will the results of the review inform future work? To do this you will need to collect information intervention implementation characteristics from the reviewed study but this is not mentioned in the protocol
REVIEWER
Julie Brimblecombe Menzies School of Health Research, Australia REVIEW RETURNED 03-Apr-2017
GENERAL COMMENTS
Thank you for the opportunity to review this well considered scoping review protocol. I have a few minor suggestions:
There is a call for Indigenous Australian public health practitioners to take a strengths-based approach to addressing the issue of health In making this comment, it will be important in the discussion of the scoping review to address this, as there is no reason why fiscal interventions for example would be no less likely to work in the Indigenous population than the non-indigenous population.
pg 9: could expand search to Feb 2017, as we had a trial published in Feb2017 in Lancet Public Health, the SHOP@RIC study that applied a price discount with and without a consumed education strategy to assess impact on targeted food and drinks which included SSBs. This trial targeted the remote Australian Indigenous community. General comments The paper describes the protocol for a scoping review of interventions designed to reduce sugarsweetened beverages in Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Communities. This is likely to be a valuable piece of work but the protocol needs to be more clearly thought through and described to demonstrate that it will make such a valuable contribution. Introduction 1. The review is a little verbose. I recommend an edit to make it more succinct.
Response: Refining the scope of the review and addressing the feedback from both reviewers has resulted in a more succinct paper. An edit for wordiness and repetition was also conducted and changes were made where necessary to make the paper more succinct.
2. Pg 6 line 17. This paragraph diverts the readers attention from SSBs to broader nutrition issues. I would reword it to say that interventions to reduce SSB consumption in Aboriginal will contribute broader NCD prevention strategies identified by Aboriginal Communities, both in SA and nationally.
Response: This paragraph has been reworded to focus on the reduction of SSBs as a way to address the broader NCD prevention strategies identified by Aboriginal communities. Response: The introduction has been restructured based on these recommendations.
The aim needs to be SMARTER and made consistent with the Abstract which also refers to international Indigenous populations
Response: The aim has been revised based on this recommendation and the narrowing of the scope of the paper to the Australian context only.
Methods
5.
Details of what a scoping review is are not needed in the first para on the methods beyond saying that you conducted one and that there are no previous reviews that you are aware of Response: Details of what a scoping review is have been deleted from the methods section.
6. Why did you chose the adapted Arksey framework? Also you need to state more explicitly that the 6 stage methodological process is this framework
Response: The scoping review framework is appropriate where the objective of the review is to understand and map the literature in a systematic manner. The method section has been reworded accordingly.
7. Stage 1. These paragraphs need rearranging and rewording. I would start by saying you used PICO to define your target pop., phenom of interest etc. Then say what the specific research question is and who developed it.
Response: Stage 1 has been rearranged as suggested.
8. Are there specific age groups you are interested in in the target population?
Response: Although SSB consumption is highest in those aged 30 and under, consumption is high across the life course and as such, all ages will be included within the review. This has now been clarified within the paper.
9. The phenomenon of interest is too vague.
Response: The phenomenon of interest has been changed to exclude policy and regulation. Focusing on interventions is more specific to the aims of this review.
10. Give an explanation for why SSB interventions in other Indigenous populations are relevant.
Response: The scope of the review has changed so that the focus is on Australian rather than global research on Indigenous populations. 12. Are there sugar sweetened beverages unique to Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander communities that you might not pick up with these search terms?
Response: The search terms are broad so that a variety of SSBs will be detected. The search terms will be revised iteratively in order to incorporate any new or unique beverages that were missed using the initial search terms.
13. Are you just looking at interventions that exclusively target SSBs or will you include interventions that target other dietary and/or physical activity behaviours?
Response: Interventions that more broadly target other dietary and/or physical activity behaviours will only be included if they contain a SSB specific component. We are considering these broader interventions as it is common for programs within Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander communities to broadly address nutrition. This has now been clarified within the paper.
14. The authors need to describe how they will manage and analyse the grey literature.
Response: A research librarian was consulted to determine the best approach for managing and analysing the grey literature. These details have now been added to the method section.
15. Rather than restating the published principles of consultation I would remove them and provide more detail on the specifics of how you will consult. Will elders be involved? At what stages during the process? Will they be giving their approval? How will they guide the dissemination?
Response: Guidance for the consultation process will be provided by the advisory group. It is anticipated that the approach taken will evolve throughout the study so that specific details cannot be provided at this time. We have revised the paragraph and provided more detail where possible.
16. I would remove references earlier in the manuscript to ethics not being required and just mention this in the ethics and dissemination section
